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Appendix 4:Appendix 4:Appendix 4:Appendix 4: Pooled positive likelihood ratios and pooled negative likelihood ratios for studies on the 

diagnostic accuracy of sentinel node biopsy, positron emission tomography, magnetic resonance imaging 

and computed tomography in the detection of lymph node status in primary cervical cancer. Sentinel node 

biopsy was the most accurate index test, followed by positron emission tomography. Note: there is a 

discrepancy between the number of studies included in the forest plots and the number of studies included 

in Figure 1 because 2 × 2 tables with no positive results could not be used in the calculations. 
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